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“Dittos, Rush” 


From across the fruited plain 





Wow! I just read my first issue of The Limbaugh 
Letter and had to let you know that your Letter, 
along with the Wonderbra, is one of the few 
things that lives up to its advertisement. The arti- 
cle “Liberalism Up in Smoke” completely 
expressed the sentiments of the American people 
today. Thanks, Rush, for taking the ball and run- 
ning with it. . — PAULA BAKER, MEMPHIS, TN 
So my newsletter is as fulfilling as the Wonderbra. 
Glad to hear it — I think. 


As a student at Johns Hopkins, I find it difh- 
cult to keep up with the news. So I look forward 
to each issue of The Limbaugh Letter, knowing I 
will be completely updated. I particularly enjoyed 
your piece detailing the demise of liberalism. Not 
only do you cite pointed examples, you sum up 
the better part of conservative philosophy in 
three short pages. I finished reading with a feeling 
of — dare | say it? — 
empowerment. Though 
my dorm-mates give me 








Thank you for yet another superbly “aaa 
articulate essay, “Liberalism Up !" Smo ie 
was studying the companion chart * i 
Welfare Reduce Crime?”), one point sudden y 
leapt out: the only significant mop in crime 
in the 30-year period occurred during Reagan's 
first term. But that can’t be! What about his bud- 
set cuts being the root cause of crime? The 
smoke you smell is another false liberal axtom 
smoldering. — MICHAEL BORN, LAS VEGAS, NV 
Its a beautiful thing. 


Fantastic October issue of The Limbaugh Letter 
— especially the article “Liberalism Up in 
Smoke.” I believe the reason “the only people 
who won't admit that liberalism has gone up in 
smoke are liberals” is because it is difficult for 
people who are obsessed with power to admit 
they are wrong. Conservative talk radio is “the 
voice of America” where citizens are exposed to 
the truth, and to alternatives to a belief system 
that will enslave while declaring freedom. 

— JOHN C. HENTHORNE, JR., BATON ROUGE, LA 
Youve nailed it, John. 


In “Liberalism Up in 
Smoke,” I had just gotten 
past Mrs. Clinton's quote 


a hard time for getting 
your newsletter, they 
wish to read it before I 
even open the envelope. 
— KATRINA M. RIEFLIN, 
BALTIMORE, MD 
Sounds as if your fellow 
students are about to test 
positive for EIB — a huge 
bonus for Johns Hopkins. 


I’ve been listening to 
you since you were in 
Sacramento, but your 
latest editorial, “Up in 
Smoke,” took my breath 
away. You so perfectly 
and succinctly put to- 
gether all the things my 
husband and I have been 
discussing for years, and 
all I could say was, 


“Wow!” (I’m a child of 


Rewaip ReasAN 


Osciabsr 13, 1004 


Bear Rush, 


My staff tells me the phanes haven't stepped ringing this morning 
and | know your shaw last ight is the reasan why. f happened to 
catsh the program fiyself ana was truly humbled by your kind 
words, Tt certainly was a “walk down memory lane” and vau will 
never knew how much it meant to me that yeu baldly defended aur 
record and all we accomplished. 


Unfortunately, taday we ean't escape the sa-called “experts” wha are 
husy chipping away at all we aceoaiplished = not anly aur record, 
but alse aur exnvietians and even eur integrity. Frankly, f've never 
heen distracted hy revisionist claims, but feel strangly that we should 
allaw our reeard to stand the test af tinie, Let hisiery decide. | 
know it will judge us fairly. 


| am comfored ta know that aur eauntry is in the capable hands of 
gifted young individuals like you and your listeners. Yau are the 
hackhane af eur great nation, solely responsible for the success of 
Que warldwide erusade. 


Gad bless you and your andionce far believing for having faith in 
America's future; and for making a difference in this warld, Keep 


upt the gaed work. 
Sincerely, if 
OM 


Mr Rush Limbaugh 

The Rush Limbauph Shaw 

2 Penn Plaza, 17th Floor 
New ¥ark, New York 161234 


lamenting “cynicism and 
distrust of government” 
when it hit me. This is a 
prime example of politi- 
cians not getting it. Dis- 
trust of government is a 
pillar of our nation. If 
there was no distrust of 
government or a respect 
for this distrust, we 
would not have a Bill of 
Rights. James Russell 
Lowell said the American 
republic would. endure 
“as long as the ideas of 
the men who founded it 
continue dominant.” 
— WOLFGANG F. 
RENNER, SAN DIEGO, CA 
This is the battle, sir — 
and we are winning. 


Your “Up in Smoke” 


the 60s). I wish every congressman and senator 
was required to read it. They'd probably just say 
it’s reactionary propaganda from the radical right, 
but it’s exactly what all the thinking, working 
people I know feel is true. 

— TONI SOPOCKO, POLLOCK PINES, CA 
Congratulations that you, a child of the 60s, have 
not been co-opted by the liberal fraud and deceit of 
the 90s. 





was outstanding! In the words of Pat Schroeder, 
this Administration “just doesn’t get it.” It never 
occurs to the Clinton clan that their unpopularity 
is directly correlated to hypocritical behavior and 
politics without substance. Mega validated dittos. 

— JOHN COOKE, ORLANDO, FL 
They believe they haven't been able to ‘get their mes- 
sage out” through the fog of talk radio. But Amert- 
cans get the message — and they voted “No.” 














THE CRUCIAL MESSAGES OF THE 1994 VOTE ARE THOSE 
THE LIBERAL MEDIA WILL REFUSE TO ACCEPT: FIRST, THAT 
IDEAS’ MATTER. SECOND, THAT THE AMERICAN PUBLIC IS 


INFORMED, ENGAGED AND 


INTELLIGENT. AND MOST 


IMPORTANT, THAT AMERICA REJECTED LIBERALISM — AND 


CHOSE FREEDOM. 


C7 7. he words are dramatic, 
spectacular: tsunami; 
: earthquake; blowout; 


tidal wave; groundswell, 
éataclysm.. Political 
pundits are wearing out their word 
processors trying to cope with the enormi- 
ty of the Democratic defeat in the 1994 
midterm elections. For days most in the 
press seemed shell-shocked, a term 
reporters used in almost every story to 
describe the White House in the after- 
math of the vote. 

The elites are still confounded. All 
of official Washington is in overdrive, 
struggling with the obvious. The major 
problem they have is this. They have been 
forced to confront a single, unmistakable, 
undeniable truth: the total public repudi- 
ation of big-government liberalism as 
a legitimate model for American 
democracy. It is a hard reality for this 
bunch, for it is a system they have 
embraced and nurtured all their adult 
lives, a system to which they have entrust- 
ed their fortunes, and which has empow- 
ered them. It is a system they have dearly 








loved; they are in mourning. 

But with the bracing wind of genuine 
political reform blowing strong, it is about 
to be demolished. As a governing philoso- 
phy, Great Society liberalism has been 
firmly swept by the American electorate 
onto the ash heap of history. 

Few in the “expert” class saw this com- 
ing. The legion of analysts, editorialists, 
reporters and pundits, who earn their 
bread pontificating on the lay of the polit- 
ical land, got none of it right. The 
evidence was everywhere, coming at them 
from all directions. To understand the 
temper of the times and the will of the 
people required no expenditure of re- 
search funds, no university studies, no 
extensive digging or investigative report- 
ing. It required only the ability to listen, 
and to see. 

But they could do neither. And so they 
missed the biggest story in more than 
a generation. My friends, these vaunted 
observers of the current scene over- 
looked a revolution — a tectonic shift 


I would argue is on a par with the fall | 





the Soviet Union in its historical signifi- 
cance. This defining moment in American 
politics has demonstrated, once and for 
all, the “mainstream” media to be utterly 
and pathetically irrelevant. 3 

But now these same people, with 
an unblemished record of error and con- 
sistent misjudgment, have qualified 
themselves to explain what it all means. 
I guarantee you, they will continue to 
miss the story. 

A quick example. On November 11, the 
next Speaker of the House, Newt 
Gingrich, gave a brilliant speech before 
the Washington Research Group Sym- 
posium in which he laid out the broad 
outlines of his “conservative futurist” 
agenda. Mr. Gingrich’s analysis of the 
nature of what he calls American civiliza- 
tion was compelling, and provocative, 
and exhilarating. His sweeping ideas 
about freedom, civic responsibility, a 
“third wave information society,’ and 
the world market, were galvanizing. But 


the Washington press corps didn't hear 


of the Berlin Wall or the collapse of | 


a een 
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them. They obsessed over one Gingrich 
sound bite: “On those things where we 
believe we represent the vast majority of 
Americans, there will be no compromise. 
So let me draw the distinction: Co- 
operation, yes; compromise, no.” 

Reporters could not get beyond 
this remarkable assertion of standing 
on principle. How could government 
“work” without compromise? And while 
they grumbled to each other about 
“obstructionism” and “gridlock,” they 
were unable to comprehend the major 
news of the speech: life as they knew it in 
the American capital is over. Here’s the 
crux of it. When asked about cigarette 
taxes, Mr. Gingrich replied in one, 
stunning sentence: “lm opposed to any 
tax increase of 
any kind coming 
to this House, 
and I doubt very 
much if I’m 
Speaker theyll be 
scheduled.” 

This, my friends, 
is a grenade 
thrown into the 
belly of the beast. 
This should 
be the 48-point 
headline. Upon 
this, all else 
turns. If it holds, 
this is the be- 
ginning of the 
unshackling of 
the nation. It will 
profoundly affect 


your life, and 
your dreams, and 
the lives and 


dreams of every 
American citizen. 
Yet not a single pundit made note of it. 
But that’s fine. It means that the “pow- 
ers that be” — who are now, frankly, the 
powers that were — in Washington, the 
intelligentsia, the bureaucrats, the strate- 
gists, the political class, are going to 
remain months behind the action, limply 
playing catch-up to the new governing 
vision. And as long as they can’t compre- 
hend it (and I believe they are congenital- 
ly unable to comprehend it), they will be 
reduced to mere whining after the fact. 
Look at what happened before the elec- 
tion. As I said, the pundits were not able 
to see or hear the truth about what was 
happening. They were, however, able to 
feel it. They knew something was going on 
“out there.” They were simply not 
equipped to know what it was, or what it 





Y FFICIAL WASHINGTON 


HAS BEEN FORCED TO 


UNMISTAKABLE, UNDENIABLE _ of 
TRUTH: THE TOTAL 
PUBLIC REPUDIATION OF 
BIG-GOVERNMENT LIBERALISM 
AS A LEGITIMATE MODEL 
FOR AMERICAN DEMOCRACY. 





meant. So they were reduced to calling 
voters “angry, and “cynical,” blindly 
“anti-government” or “anti-incumbent.” 
And the consensus of those in the 
know was that the voters were wrong. 
In a remarkable coincidence (if it was 
a coincidence), “You Think Congress 
Is Out of Touch? Look in the Mirror, 
Voters: The Trouble Starts with You” 
ran in Ihe Washington Post on the 
same day that “Washington Really Is 
in Touch: Were the Problem” ran in 
The New York Times. 

The way the experts saw it, the 
American people were filled with an irra- 
tional, unfocused rage at government, and 
at an Administration that “deserved” — 
but for unknown reasons wasn’t getting 
— “credit.” For 
months, the jour- 
nalist class conde- 
scended to and 
patronized the (to 
them) obviously 
unenlightened 
American public, 
their fellow citi- 
zens, as if they 
were a. nation 
anarchists, 
riffraff, or the 
social equivalent 
of cannibals. 

The press, dem- 
onstrating their 
tried and true role 
as willing accom- 
plices, completely 
swallowed the 
Democratic line: 
that idiotic voters 
were somehow 


being whipped 


into a frenzy of 


bad vibes. “If [Republicans] can make 
people mad enough, they will vote 
without thinking. If people are cynical 
or angry, they either won't vote or 
they will vote against their best 
interests,’ claimed Bill Clinton as he 
campaigned. “My only concern is that 
the American people not go out and 
vote against what they are for and for 
what they are against.” Leon Panetta 
concurred: “There are those that are 
exploiting fear, that are exploiting anger, 
that are basically going after those kinds 
of concerns and appealing to the worst 
in people.” Mario Cuomo chimed 
in: “There’s a negativism, a divisiveness 
in the air. There is a kind of fear, a 
concern, an anxiety among Americans. 
And there are people who will pander to 


it and use it politically.” Translation: 
You, the voter, are too stupid to know 
what you believe. Your anger at Wash- 
ington is illegitimate, and is artificially 
generated by those evil enough to manip- 
ulate you. In this vein, George Stephanop- 
oulos accused “network” talk radio of 
manufacturing “hate.” 

Indeed, liberal pundits reserved their 
purest venom for talk radio. Crucial cul- 
tural and societal information — which 
turned out to be thoroughly predictive of 
the 1994 vote — could be found on the 
nation’s airwaves, and especially on my 
program, in the words of my callers, and 
in my analysis and commentary. But all 
this was dismissed with contempt, as were 
you in my audience. You were right-wing 
extremists, mind-numbed robots, bigoted 
rubes and malcontents. 

The campaign, to this crowd, was nasty, 
“negative, mean-spirited mudslinging, 
empty of ideas. Wrong. The ideas were 
profound, the choices stark. It was a war 
between competing philosophies of gov- 
ernment — a competition the voters thor- 
oughly understood. The choice was, more 
government, or less? More taxes, or less? 
More freedom, or less? More societal 
decay, or less? 

The ruling party offered nothing ... 
aside from absurd and transparent scare 
tactic that the big, bad Republicans were 
going to steal your social security check. 
The challengers offered a coherent vision 
of limited government, a dismantling of 
the poisonous welfare state, and an intelli- 
gent realignment of national priorities. As 
columnist Charles Krauthammer pointed 
out in The Washington Post, this was “the 
most ideological campaign since 1980. 
And it had similar results.” Gingrich 
observes: “In the end there was the most 
shatteringly one-sided Republican victory 
since 1946.” The people chose well. 


f 177 national candidates 
— 177! — not a single 
Republican incumbent 
Senator, Congressman, or 
Governor was defeated. 
The voters not only chose Republicans 
at the highest level. They created fifteen 
new Republican state legislatures, and 
Republican gains produced a tie in three 
other chambers. The other side can 
attempt to deny the obvious — as Clinton 
pollster Stan Greenberg did when he 
claimed “there’s no evidence of any party 
realignment in this” — but it won’t wash. 

I have consistently maintained that the 


continued on page 16 
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44T MILy’s List is the biggest 
stealth organization on the 
left,” says Rep. John Doolittle (CA, 
R). “Most conservatives don't even 
know who they are — let alone 
how radical. When they came after me with tens of thousands of 
dollars, I first had to explain to my supporters who they were.” 

Well, Pll tell you who they are. EMILY stands for Early Money Is 
Like Yeast — “it makes the dough rise,” says IBM heiress Ellen 
Malcolm, who founded the group in 1985. The List has one goal: 
to elect liberal Democratic women committed to abortion rights. 
Wealthy and well-connected donors like Roseanne Arnold, Lily 
Tomlin, Marlo Thomas, Helen 
Reddy, Judith Krantz, Christie 
Hefner, Molly Yard — as well as 
the rich and not famous — are 
channeling millions of dollars 
into targeted campaign coffers. 
Susan Hirschmann of the Eagle 
Forum aptly called the group 
“Chicks with Checks” in The 
American Spectator last yeat. 

EMILY’s List has found an inge- 
nious way to get around cam- 
paign finance laws, which restrict 
political action committee (PAC) 
contributions to $5,000 per can- 
didate during the primary and 
$5,000 during the general elec- 
tion. But members of EMILY’s 
List write checks to individual 
candidates for between $100 and 
$5,000, and send them to the 
organization. EMILY’s List then 
“bundles” the contributions of 
donors from all over the country and delivers them to the candi- 
date at one time. The group wants to multiply the political effect 
of individual donations in a massive check that catches the eye of 
the candidates, the fundraising world, and the media. 

It works. EMILY’s list has burgeoned into the nation’s third largest 
political action committee. Folks, this feminist PAC is bigger than 
the American Medical Association PAC. And, believe it or not, 
EMILY’s List is actually bigger than the liberals’ number-one bogey- 
man, the dreaded National Rifle Association PAC! 

In 1986, EMILY’s List bundled checks worth $350,000 and gave 
them to Barbara Mikulski, helping her win a seat in the U.S. 
Senate. It also ensured that members of EMILY’s List became key 
babes of influence in Mikulski’s orbit. In 1990, Ellen Malcolm’s 
ladies gave $1.5 million to help elect Barbara Roberts and Anne 
Richards as governors of Oregon and Texas respectively. “No. 1 
among [my] supporters was EMILY’s List,” Ma Richards told sup- 
porters in 1991. I would not be the governor today if it were not 
for Ellen Malcolm and EMILY’s List.” 

Once EMILY’s List delivers its bundles of joy, other liberal PACs 
typically follow suit. Unions such as the International Brother- 
hood of Electrical Workers, the Sheet Metal Workers of America, 
Communications Workers of America, the AFL-CIO, the NEA, and 
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EMILY’S List 





the American Federation of 
Teachers usually give to candidates 
who receive money from EMILY’s 
List. So do leftist groups such as 
the Human Rights Campaign 
Fund, the National Abortion Rights Action League, the Sierra 
Club and the Hollywood Women’s Political Committee. 

The List’s real growth in members, funding and political influ- 
ence grew out of the Anita Hill-Clarence Thomas hearings of 
1990, when outraged liberal women around the country joined up 
to send more outraged liberal women to Washington. Membership 
erew from 3,500 to 24,000 within a year of the hearings. In 1992, 
Malcolm bundled nearly 
$340,000 for Carol Moseley- 
Braun, $355,000 for Barbara 
Boxer, and $300,000 for Dianne 
Feinstein to elect them to the 
U.S. Senate. “Women learned a 
very powerful lesson in 1992: 
That they could write a check 
and get a woman elected,” Ellen 
Malcolm told The Detroit News. 

Today there are over 34,000 
names on EMILY’s List and they 
contributed $6 million to liberal 
women candidates in the 1994 
election cycle, up from $1.5 mil- 
lion in 1990. In fact, they spent 
$1.25 million in California alone 
to get women who don’t normal- 
ly vote out to the polls. 

But not everyone is impressed. 
Even The New York Times editori- 
al page blasted the PAC last year: 
“In a notable abandonment of its 
professed good-government standards, EMILY’s List is fighting for a 
loophole that would undermine new limits on PAC contribu- 
tions...” The editorial attacked them for hiring a top special- 
interest law firm, “the alma mater of Commerce Secretary Ron 
Brown ... known for the openness of its influence-wielding and 
for the ostentatious, greed-is-good style.” The two joined forces, 
according to The Times, “to save the seedy practice of bundling...” 

But fear not, my good friends, the marketplace is responding to 
EMILY’s List. Some conservative women have formed the Susan B. 
Anthony List, which targets candidates who espouse conservative 
principles. In addition, contributions by women to the Republican 
Party swelled this year, “an outpouring that GoP officials attribute 
to disdain for President Clinton,” reports The Wall Street Journal. 

Even more important, of course, is this. EMILY’s List may have 
made the dough rise for liberals in 1994, but it simply wasn’t 
enough to stop the rising tide of conservatism across the fruited 
plain. EMILY’s List president Ellen Malcolm attacked Republican 
men, claiming “they share an Ozzie-and-Harriet-Cold-War view of 
the world” and would “turn back 20 years of progress in the first 
100 days of a Republican-led Congress.” Well, Ms. Malcolm: 
many Americans apparently define “progress” differently than you 


do. So I say, Let the rollback of liberalism begin. 


Ai, elle 

















My CONVERSATION WITH 


Mys 


Editors Note: Every media outlet would give its soul (if it had one) for 
substantive post-election analysis by Rush Limbaugh. But The 
Limbaugh Letter has an exclusive. Rush’s answers, as always, provide 
everything that needs to be said. Because he was asking the questions. 


Limbaugh: What is the biggest message of this midterm election? 
Rush: The evidence is now in, irrefutable evidence, that the people 
who make this country work are indeed conservative. They have, for 
a whole variety of reasons, been encouraged, enthused, made to feel 
confident, to begin to vote the way they live. 

The message they have sent is twofold. First, stop the direction 
were going under the Clinton Administration, which is to the left, 
and stop the expansion of government, particularly the welfare state. 
Second, then turn around, and go full speed the other direction. 

Limbaugh: And how is that done? 

Rush: Dont just stop the rate of 
growth of the welfare state; dis- 
mantle it. Get people’s private 

property rights secured once 
4 again. Give precedence to 
human life and jobs over 
kangaroo rats, spotted 
owls, and __ silver- 
tongued beetles. Real- 
ize that the people who 
earn a living are not 
increasing their in- 
comes and dont have 
any more to give. They 
have said after thirty 
years of income trans- 
fers totalling over $3 
trillion: “It doesn’t 
work, let’s fix it.” Start 
offering incentives and 
rewards for the people 
who take risks with their 
lives, with their capital, 
and encourage others to 
do the same. 
Limbaugh: So it 
_ was not an “anti- 
m® incumbent” 
& election? 
Rush: This 

is what | 
“ ; im, G2: f 
oh, a . | s q when | 












































point out that some of the best questions ever asked of'me are asked 
by me. No, this wasn’t an anti-incumbent election. The statistics are 
there. The media can’t spin this. Well, they can try, and the President 
can try. But the facts are the facts. No Republican incumbent lost. 

In addition, no pro-life incumbent in Congress or governor of 
either party was defeated by a pro-choice challenger. But over 24 pro- 
choice incumbents did lose to pro-life challengers. Overall, there’s no 
ambiguity about what the voters were saying in this election. 
Limbaugh: Right. A piece by Richard Benedetto in USA Today cap- 
tured it: “With laser-like precision, voters honed in on selected Dem- 
ocrats and zapped them, leaving all Republican congressional and 
gubernatorial incumbents untouched. Meanwhile, voters confound- 
ed pundits who figured blind voter anger would sweep into office 
unconventional Gop figures ... It didn’t, demonstrating a deft voter 
ability to pinpoint rather than bludgeon. ‘Voters are a lot smarter 
than political types give them credit for,’ says GOP pollster Glen 
Bolger.” The intelligence of the American people was confirmed. 
Rush: They’re intelligent, and they're informed. They are no longer 
subjected to a media elite monopoly for information or commentary. 
There’s an entire alternative media out there. A national post-elec- 
tion survey of 1000 adults by Fabrizio & McLaughlin asked, “Who 
do you think has been more straightforward in discussing the issues 
of this election?” 34.3 percent chose “Rush Limbaugh and conserv- 
ative talk radio hosts”; 26.9 percent chose “the liberal national 
media.” Talk radio is now a demographic category, by the way. In 
another survey, 21 percent of the voters said they listen to talk radio, 
and 64 percent of them voted Republican. 

There was no anger. This was another thing that the media got 
wrong. Dont forget what liberalism does, my dear readers. Liberal- 
ism survives on the notion that the people are idiots. Or ill- 
informed. Or stupid. Or easily swayed. That is contempt. Liberals 
have contempt for the ordinary, average person who makes the coun- 
try work. Voters weren't angry; they were motivated. They were 
enthusiastic. They were enlightened. And now, they're happy. 
Limbaugh: Imagine living in New York, and you vote Republican 
— and you win! You're a majority. You realize, that is historic. 
Rush: Right. The media can sit out there and say it was voter anger, 
or voter cynicism. But the selective dissection of the Congress dispels 
it. There's no spin that the Democrats can put on this that makes 
their situation any less devastating than it is. 

Limbaugh: That's right. They'll be the ones who will be angry now. 
Rush: Let ’em do it. I welcome that. Let them keep insulting the 
voters. It will give the Republicans some slack as they find their way. 
Limbaugh: Do you think that’s going to be a problem, the Re- 
publicans finding their way? 

Rush: Yeah. For two reasons. First, for the most part Conservatives 
have honed their skills in such a way as to be reactive. You see what 
the liberals say or do, what the press says, and then you respond to 
it. But there's a big difference between being reactive and being pro- 
active. The Republicans now have to be proactive. And they have to 
care less than they ever have about what the opponents say, or what 
the press says. You take time to refute erroneous charges for factual 
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reasons, but not for personal reasons. A lot of conservatism has react- 
ed personally — because the charges and attacks have been directed 
personally at them. But the time now is to lead, to be proactive. 
Limbaugh: And the direction is obvious. 

Rush: Look at what the people said they wanted, it’s very clear: End 
the welfare state. Start spending money wisely. Get serious about 
crime. Stop all the pork-barrel spending. Fix Congress. Make Con- 
gress live under the same rules and laws they pass for everybody else. 
. This is going to take a very bold leader or set of leaders who can, just 
as the people have behaved now and voted with confidence, the Re- 
publican party has to go out with confidence and set the terms. The 
party has to realize the mandate they've got, and not be afraid of the 
criticism, and not respond to the criticism; just go do it. And when 
the press asks, “Are you willing to compromise with the President?” 
Republicans must point out that the question is, “No, will he com- 
promise with us?” Phil Gramm said it best. “I may take a half step 
forward instead of a full step now and then, but I’m not going to go 
backwards. If the President wants to get on our train, realize it’s leav- 
ing. He can get on it, or he can stay at the station, or he can stay on 
the tracks and get run over." That’s the attitude that is necessary. 
Limbaugh: You said there were two reasons. Of course, I know you 
havent lost your place. 

Rush: Never! The second pitfall I see out there is that there are a 
number of Republicans who think they ought to be setting the agen- 
da, who haven't ever gotten a vote. It hasn’t happened yet, but this is 
one of the big problems on the horizon. 

Limbaugh: Too many cooks. 

Rush: Too many chiefs, and not enough Indians. I talked to Newt 
Gingrich after the election and he said, “It’s no different than the 
New Deal coalitions. It was pretty sloppy and chaotic, but they came 
through it.” But the New Deal coalitions had the mainstream press 
on their side. The press is going to be more scrutinizing of the 
Republicans than ever. They're going to get a media anal every day. 

I’m going to be scrutinizing them, too. I stand for certain things, 
and what I stand for is not the Republican party: it’s ideas. And if the 
people who run the Republican party stray from the ideas that | 
believe they should stand for, I’m going to say so. I don’t mean to be 
arrogant here; I’m just going to continue along the path that I have 
set for myself since I started this six years ago. 

But a lot of people think they're going to set the agenda, and there 
will be arguments about who should do it, and who should get cred- 
it. The one thing that is clear is that Democrats normally dont eat 
their own. They may behind closed doors, but in public they dont. 
Republicans have a tendency to eat their own — in public. If it’s 
being done on principle, that’s one thing. If it’s being done for ego 
reasons, and for power reasons, then it’s going to backfire. 

Then there actually is a third thing. Out of all this is going to 
come a Presidential nominee. The primaries are going to start in the 
midst of all this. There are what, ten, 15, 16 people who want to be 
President? These potential pitfalls are not extraordinary, of course, 
but they are going to have to be dealt with in a way that Republicans 
are not used to dealing with them. And of course the party general- 
ly lines up with its core values and beliefs behind its nominee. 
Limbaugh: But there are some fault lines, divisions within the 
party. The press is picking up on that, and “warning” the Re- 
publicans of this coming interparty warfare. 

Rush: Yes, the press is so concerned about our well-being and suc- 
cess. I don't know how many Republican divisions there are, you've 
got the Christian Coalition, the cultural conservatives and the eco- 
nomic conservatives. And then youve got divisions within each of 
those. What worries me is that there are groups of people in this 
party who would be willing to torpedo the whole party if their sin- 
gle issue is not a dominant issue or a party-defining issue. 

























































Limbaugh: It’s wise to be aware of the pitfalls. Overall, though, this 
election is a reason to be absolutely ecstatic and euphoric. 

Rush: Yes, it’s historic what’s happened. I’ve said that this is the Civil 
War without a shot being fired. It’s one of the most significant events 
in my lifetime. Many people are not aware of how historic it is 
because they’re doing it; they're making the history, and at the same 
time they're living their lives. Only later will this be placed in its full 
historical perspective and context. 

I think that everything’s going to work out fine. Because the peo- 
ple have so clearly spoken. Because the people who make the coun- 
try great and who make it work have so clearly explained what they 
want, by virtue of their selective voting. There will be enough clear 
heads to realize that it is the people who are going to make this work, 
and it’s the people who are going to keep power where it is, and it’s 
the people who have to be answered to and serviced. I have every 
confidence that this will occur because I, on the air every day, will be 
demanding it, reminding people of it, and encouraging it. 
Limbaugh: A brilliant answer. 

Rush: Well, that’s what I’m going to do. I’m probably going to be 
more scrutinizing of my people than I am of the liberals. Because this 
is a one-shot chance here. Even though I live in New York, and even 
though in the enclosed room where I work I dont see the sky or the 
land, I grew up in the midwest, lived there for 20 years. I talk to hun- 
dreds of people a month. I have not lost touch with “the people.” I 
don’t aspire to power in the party structure. I don’t aspire to power 
anywhere. I simply know who the people are that make the country 
work — I have an instinct. And one of 
the reasons for my success is that _ 
I instinctively know who they gil 
are. I dont come to my jg 
radio program every day, 
moisten my finger, stick 
it in the air and say, 
“Okay, what do they 
want me to say 
today?” It happens 
that my attitudes, 
opinions, and _pas- 
sions almost directly 
coincide with those 4 
of the majority of 
people in this country. 
And I understand their 
frustrations with the 
highest levels of power in 
any political organization. 
Limbaugh: So the listen- 
ers are the people to keep 
in mind. 

Rush: Exactly. Not 
making some 





Republican friend of mine in Washington happy. Or some conserv- 
ative power broker that I don't know who I'd like to know happy. I’m 
a media guy, and my audience comes first. I have developed a lot of 
credibility with them that I’m not going to put at risk. They have 
expectations, and they're high, and they expect them to be fulfilled 
every day. That’s where I’m going to maintain my focus. You do that 
by staying in touch with your heart, and with their hearts. Not with 
the power structure of a party. 

Limbaugh: How long have you seen this coming, this Republican 
groundswell? You've been talking about it longer than anyone else. 
Rush: I’ve known for 30 years. I’ve known since my Dad pointed it 
out to me in the mid-sixties — that the people of this country are 
conservative, in their values, in what they want for their families, in 
their devotion to God and the importance of religion in their lives; 
they just haven't voted it. My Dad used to say it this way. “It’s amaz- 
ing. Our friend down the street would never take his paycheck and 
go up and down the street and offer it to people: “How much of this 
do you want? Oh, fine, here take it.’ Yet he'll 
go right out and vote for somebody who'll do 
it for him.” My Dad said things like that, and 
my ears would perk up. 

I realized it was just going to be a matter of 
‘time before those people started voting the 
way they live, started preaching what they 
practice. I have felt that it would happen if 
those people could just be made confident. 
The one thing I’ve been harping on ever since 
I’ve been on this program, when people call 
here and complain about what they see in the 
press — “Gee, it's all falling apart” — is, Be 
confident. Realize that there are more people 
like you than you think out there. The reason 
why you don’t think that is because the press 
makes fun of what you think, the movies 
make fun of what you believe, books, music, 
and all that trash your values. The media 
make you think you ought to be cowering in 
a corner because youre alone, when in fact the vast majority of peo- 
ple think like you do. I knew that as soon as they met each other, and 
got together and realized they were the majority, that confidence 
would translate to votes. 

Limbaugh: But in terms of this specific election. 

Rush: I have to say that I called this over dinner one night in Paris 
in January, when friends took me over there for my birthday. We 
were talking about what was coming, and some people were com- 
plaining about Clinton: “Gee he’s going to be able to claim victory 
for everything.” I said, “Folks, I think you'll see one of the most mas- 
sive shifts to the right. It’s happening in Europe; they can’t figure out 
why we're going in the direction they're trying to leave.” I have felt 
this massive shift was imminent, and I’m not at all surprised by it. 
Limbaugh: What would your father say about this election? 
Rush: My father would be 75. When you get to be 75, you figure 
it’s never going to happen in your lifetime. I think it would have 
brought tears to his eyes — because it's something he would have 
never, ever expected. My father and people his age came out of the 
Depression, then lived through World War II, and then here came 
the Russians and the Communist threat. These people were bom- 
barded every day of their lives with the fact that one way or the other, 
their country was going to be destroyed. There were people who were 
serious about destroying it. And then they feared that the left was 
trying to subvert our culture. The press then became what they con- 
sidered to be part of the problem. That this could have been dis- 


patched in one election would have brought tears to his eyes. And he 
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Voters weren't angry; 
they were motivated. 
They were enthusiastic. 
And now, they’re happy. 


—RUSH LIMBAUGH 


clearly would have credited me for the whole thing! 

Limbaugh: How long will the press be part of the problem? 
Rush: It depends if there will ever be a different reason that young- 
sters want to go into journalism. Now they go into it because they 
want to bring justice to the world, make society more equitable. And 
if the day ever comes when people say, “I want to go into this busi- 
ness and straighten it out; I want to be an actual reporter and tell 
people what actually happens,” then I think you'll have a change. 
Limbaugh: Are there signs of any of this? 

Rush: There are signs, but not in the dominant media, the Big 
Three networks — well, CBS is in there, too — and the newspapers. 
But I think you should prepare for a press that’s always going to be 
liberal. Always be prepared for these people to be against you, always 
be prepared for these people to sandbag you. Here’s the way I illus- 
trate the press today. Bill Clinton could say, “I have just had a meet- 
ing with my Cabinet, and we have concluded that the earth is flat. 
So nobody will be allowed to travel to Europe, because they will fall 
off the earth if they go.” Then the press 
would go to Newt Gingrich and say: “The 
President just said the earth is flat. What do 
you say to that?” Instead of immediately say- 
ing, “This guy’s lost his marbles, and he’s a 
nut, and he’s lying through his teeth.” But 
they're losing their dominance. They had a 
monopoly on dissemination of information 
and commentary, and that’s gone. And theyre 
the ones who are mad. If there's any anger 
out there, it’s those people. Nobody wants to 
lose their power base — especially to a bunch 
of talk radio people, who are uneducated, 
robotic boobs. 

Limbaugh: What will the left do to get 
their power back? They're not going to sit 
still and watch it go. 

Rush: What the left does best: deceive, lie, 
attack, undercut, obstruct, sabotage — they 
dont give a damn about what's good, bad, 
right or wrong. Liberals will do whatever they can to get their power 
base back. Right now they're shell-shocked. They may even get rid of 
Clinton, may start aiding and abetting Republican investigations of 
Clinton scandals. Two years ago, stop and think of where these peo- 
ple were. They had it all. They had the House, and Senate, and then 
they got the White House. Fifty years of calling the shots, dealing 
with lobbyists, siphoning off whatever they could get, empowering 
their civil rights groups, creating more and more dependence — 
which created more and more power and deeper power bases. 
Limbaugh: And in less than two years, it is all gone. 

Rush: They are lower than they've been in 46 years — all because of 
one guy. So first they've got to take care of their Clinton problem. 
After that, I wouldn't be surprised if the left tried moderating to the 
center. But they tried to convince people they’re for school prayer 
this time, and it didnt sell. But they will lie, cheat, deceive. 
Limbaugh: Speaking of which, do you have an employment sug- 
gestion for Dan Rostenkowski? 

Rush: Stamp collecting. 

Limbaugh: Tom Foley? 

Rush: Well, he may be busy suing the voters of his state ... again. 
Limbaugh: Mario Cuomo? 

Rush: Cuomo will have to fight it out with George Mitchell over 
who’ss going to be baseball commissioner. But I hear Rudy Giuliani 
is looking for a speechwriter. 

Limbaugh: A brilliant interview, Rush. 

Rush: Brilliant questions. Zz 
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According to Me 


ront page of The Washington Post 
} Oct. 11, 1994. Howard Kurtz, 

famed media analyst and critic, has a 
story: “Political Peddlers’ Bitter Bromides.” 
He means the TV campaign commercials 
‘run by candidates opposing one another. 
The subhead of the story is: “Television Ads 
Serve Mean Cuisine to Voters Fed Up with 
the System.” He quotes Don Sipple, Re- 
publican consultant: “All that soft and fuzzy 
stuff doesn't matter. Voters are immune to 
video clichés. They want the meat.” 

Here is what Kurtz defines as “the meat”: 
“The meat, in 1994 terms, is rather raw...” 
(This is supposed to be an objective report, 
folks. This is supposed to be a factual news 
story. But already we have a judgment.) 
“The meat, in 1994 terms, is rather raw: for 
the death penalty, longer prison terms and 


cutting off welfare benefits; against taxes, #f 


immigration and congressional perks.” 


(This is raw meat; this is the stuff for @ 


mad dogs — get it?) He continues: “In 
devising 30-second spots, strategists say, 
specific issues are far less important than 
tapping into the electorate’s surly mood.” 

May I disagree. You in the press, and 
those of you who think you have a good 
handle on the body politic, you who think 
you understand what the people in this 
country think and want — let me suggest 
to you that they are motivated by specific 
issues. They are not surly because they're 
uninformed. People are not surly because 
they're mean. People are not surly because 
they don't understand how great their gov- 
ernment is. People are not surly because 
they're conservative. People are not surly 
because they listen to the radio. 

Pll tell you what the people of this coun- 
try are. It’s real simple. The people of this 
country are fed up and tired. For 30 years 
they have been told that if they would only 
pay more taxes and be more compassionate, 
then we could wipe out poverty. We could 
Wipe out racism. We could wipe out big- 
otry, sexism and all of these evils. The 
working people of this country get up every 
day and hear how they are to blame for all 
of America’s social and economic ills. There 
are homeless because the working people 
aren't paying enough in taxes. They got a 
too big tax break in the 1980's, had too big 
a party and it’s time to pay the bill. 

Now they read the new poverty figures, 
and discover that despite 30 years of the 
War on Poverty, the Great Society, and 
transfer payments totalling more than $3 
trillion, there are more people in poverty 
than ever before. It has not worked. 
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Before the election, you, the voter, were con- 
stantly blamed for your “anger” and “cyni- 
cism.” In one of my most-requested monologs 
of the past year, I responded to these charges, 
which I hereby reprint. Frame it. 


ARE YOU 

















From the Limbaugh Institute for Advanced Conservative Studies 





nary American is an idiot, doesn't know 
how to make judgments, has no ability to 
run his own life — and therefore must cede 
all of his power to government. The people 
of this country are fed up with the fact that 
those who write the laws have for decades 
exempted themselves from those very laws. 
They are sick and tired, of being blamed 
for what’s wrong with this country. They 
are sick and tired of discovering that when 
they think it’s necessary to keep illegal im- 
migrants out of the country, that they have 
no compassion. They’re sick and tired of 
hearing that they are the reasons some peo- 
ple are sick — because they won't go along 
with socialized medicine and an employer 
mandate. They are sick and tired that if 
they desire a moment of silence in school 
they are considered a threat to the survival 


~B of America. They see the President giving a 






WASHINGTON’S 
NEW PLOY: 
BLAMING THE 


VOTERS 


The American people are sick and tired 
of being afraid to leave their homes. They 
do not like the fact that they have to fear 
for the lives of their children when they 
take them to school. They don’t like it that 
their wives and daughters have to fear being 
raped or otherwise mauled as they go about 
their business. They don’t like being afraid 
that they might get robbed or mugged and 
that if they are, the robber or mugger wont 
be punished, or wont serve full prison sen- 
tences. They are upset because they wake 
up every morning and hear that the reason 
for all this crime is that they, the law abid- 
ing who are paying all the taxes, own guns! 

They are also sick and tired of being con- 
descended to by an arrogant political class 
that has determined that the average, ordi- 




















I sermon on Mario Cuomo in a Harlem 


church, or Jesse Jackson raising funds for a 
political campaign in southern churches. 


But let them talk about religion in the con- 


text of their politics and they are accused 
of destroying this country, and they are 
damned fed up, sick and tired of hearing it. 

The working people of this country, 
who play by the rules, are tired of being 
blamed for all of society's ills politicians see. 
And they’re not going to do business this 
way anymore. 

So you in the press and in politics who 
think the people in this country are stupid, 
realize this: they think you pose the greater 
threat. They think it is you in Washington 
who threaten this country and its traditions 
and institutions. And they think it’s you in 
the press, who refuse to see both sides of 
these crucial issues in a fair and objective 
way, that pose a greater threat than they do. 
They look at themselves as perhaps the last 
chance to save the traditions and institu- 
tions that made this country great, and they 
are acting at the ballot box. And with E- 
mail, and with telegrams. Politicians and 
the liberal press decried the lack of partici- 
pation in the ’88 election. “Oh, no,” they 
said, “can democracy survive?” And now 
with newsrooms and Congressional offices 
flooded with calls, the battle cry is, “How 
do we shut these idiots up?” 

Well, they won't be shut up because they 
are the country. You in Congress are not 
and you in the press are not. The people 
who make this country work are 
damned tired of being blamed 
for the destruction you are [_ 
responsible for. And they’re 
going to fix it if they can. 




















ILLUSTRATION BY BOB LANG FOR THE LIMBAUGH LETTER 


Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 
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THE Devit His DUE 


Robert James Howard stole a car, 
drove it from Texas to Colorado, and 
left the car’s owner bound to a tree — 
so now he’s serving a ten-year prison 
term at the Federal Correction 
Institution in Colorado. 
He is also an avowed 
Satanist. 

Last year, Howard 
filed suit, claiming 
his First Amend- 
ment right to 
practice his 
religion in 
prison was 
violated. A 
federal 
court has 
now agreed. 
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from another 
Satanism 
case, U.S. 
District Judge 
Edward Not- 
tingham wrote: “We ought 
to give the devil his due.” So on 

Halloween, Howard was allowed 
to perform three rituals in jail: a “compas- 
sionate ritual,” a “personal ritual,” 


HisTorY LESSON 


Last year J told you about a group of 
minority students at the University of 
Massachusetts who were protesting the 
school logo, the Minuteman. They claimed 
the logo was “offensive” because it depicted 
a white, gun-toting guy — a symbol of 
racism and sexism, they said, promoting 
violence. Did the university chancellor 
defend the historical role of the 
Minuteman, who warned colonists of 
British attacks? No. In response to the 
protest, the chancellor said: “Everybody has 
a point of view.” 

Now one of those student protesters, 
Martin Jones, has announced that he loves 
the Minuteman logo and what it stands for. 
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and a “destruction ritual.” The purpose 
of the “destruction” ritual, incidentally, 
is supposedly to kill people. Com- 
forting. Howard also hopes to practice 
Satanism once a month, ideally between 
the hours of 2 and 5 a.m. So he’s going 
to need a wakeup call 
as well. 
Howard’s ritu- 
als require can- 
dles, incense, 
a gong, a 
black robe, a 
chalice, and 
a wooden 
Ctaitr. 
Who’s 
going 
w) to supply 
wey + hese 
items? The 
taxpayer, 
no doubt, 
will be re- 
quired to help 
give Howard 
and the devil 
their due. Folks, do you 
sometimes wonder if our criminal 
justice system is going straight 


to hell? 
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“I was wrong about the Minuteman, I was 
ignorant about history, and I am trying to 
correct that,” Jones said. He explained that 
he had made a mistake by jumping on “the 
politically correct bandwagon.” He further 
stated that the “Minuteman, by helping to 
establish democracy in the English colonies, 
actually set in motion the forces that would 
empower later movements for social change 
and justice in America.” 

This is a character lesson. Contrast the 
weakness of politically correct university 
officials and historical revisionists pander- 
ing to the culture of victimology with the 
strength of character Mr. Jones has dis- 
played. All in all, here is another hopeful 


sign, folks, that we are winning. 
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CRIME SOLVERS 


In Chicago, a bold, innova- 
tive anti-crime measure has just 
been approved by city officials 
— the City Council has passed 
a measure outlawing about 500 
pay phones. They think this 
will hinder drug dealers from 
doing business in Chicago! 
That’s nothing compared to a 
tough new measure adopted in 
Georgia. From now on, all guns 
sold in Atlanta will require a 
warning label. The label will 
inform prospective buyers that 
a gun in the house increases the 
likelihood of injury to the gun 
owner or a relative. 

I think we ought to encour- 
age a broader plan to save more 
lives than ever. Let’s put warn- 
ing labels on knives, baseball 
bats, cars — every item that 
could conceivably be used as a 
weapon. But don’t stop there 
— go to the root cause of the 
problem. Locate those people 
who are prone to fits of vio- 
lence — and for gosh sakes put 
a warning label on them. Then 
we ll all be safe. 


BUSINESS CENTS 

Corporate investors — evil, 
business types — have unveiled 
an investment fund called the 
Retail Initiative, designed to 
make even more money for 
themselves. The fund’s poten- 
tial appears so strong that big 
names like GE, BankAmerica, 
and Bankers Trust have decided 
to get in on the action. I’m 
interested in the fund, too, but 
not for financial reasons. 

This $90 million investment 
fund will be used to help big 
supermarkets break into the 
inner city. “No one should con- 
fuse this effort with philan- 
thropy,” says The New York 
Times. Why? Because the ven- 








ture will be lucrative. It makes 
good business sense. Although 
urban residents have lower in- 
comes, there are a lot of them. 
Volume. Precisely why a Path- 
mark supermarket in Newark, 
NJ outperforms other stores in 
the chain. Banks, pharmacies, 
fast-food chains, and HMOs are 
also moving back to the cities. 
But I like this fund because it’s 
the private sector, not Robert 
Reichhhh with some big gov- 
ernment program, bringing 
jobs and quality products into 
cities. These businessmen aren't 
using some phony phrase like 
“Putting People First” to do it. 
They're putting profits first! 
Capitalism. The American way! 
And everyone benefits. 


SAFER BULLETS 

The Oct. 10 issue of Army 
Times has an article headlined: 
“PERRY SEEKS DIRECTIVE ON 
NONLETHAL WARFARE FEAT.” 
The Defense Secretary has 
directed the Pentagon to pur- 
chase “nonlethal weapons” for 
humanitarian and peacekeeping 
missions. Sounds like Perry is 
heeding Joycelyn Elders’s plea 
for “safer guns and safer bul- 
lets.” According to Perry, in 
military operations like “Haiti, 
Somalia, Bosnia and other 
global hot spots, nonlethal 
weapons can make available 
significant new capabilities.” 
They can minimize fatalities 
and “undesired damage to 
property and the environ- 
ment.” A compassionate, envi- 
ronmentally correct military — 
with troops armed not to kill. 
Maybe we should give the 
troops pepper spray or mace. 
Or arm them with sling shots, 
and warn them not to put 
somebody’s eye out. Somalia 
was supposed to be a humani- 
tarian mission. Meals on 
Wheels. But American soldiers 
were killed ... by the people we 
were helping. This Administra- 
tion doesn’t understand the 
purpose of the military is to kill 
people and break things. Mili- 
tary missions arent scout trips 
or environmental crusades. Our 
troops need weapons that kill, 


or they will be killed. 
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Spock: BEAM Him Up 


Dr. Benjamin Spock — the mother-and- 
baby guru — has authored a new book, 
A Better World for Our Children. He 
begins by blaming society for awarding sin- 
gle mothers “almost brutally, skimpy 
incomes’; he tries to make the case that 
money can cure the absence of parental 
values. The rest of his book is a warning 
that America is harming our children. 
“When I look at our society and think of 
the millions of children exposed to its toxi- 
city, I am near despair,” Spock writes. | 
cant be the only one who notices the irony 


HAITI FATE 

Well, Jean-Bertrand Aristide has 
reclaimed the presidency of Haiti. Now 
that democracy has been “restored,” what 
awaits Aristide? Who knows! But a look at 
past Haitian rulers might give us some 
clues. Since Haitian independence was 
declared in 1804, there have been 40 rulers 
— excluding the Cédras junta. Here are the 
fates of some of those: 

7 fled to Jamaica 

6 were overthrown 

4 fled to parts unknown 

3 fled to France 

3 resigned 


DELICIOUS 
The Jersey Wildlife Preservation Trust 
in London, founded by prominent 
zoologist Gerald Durrell, is a compas- 
sionate trust. Eighteen years ago, the 
Mauritius kestrel, a type of falcon, was in 
trouble. Only four of them were left on 
earth, making it the world’s rarest bird at 
the time. The compassionate people of 
the Wildlife Preservation Trust nurtured 
the falcons, and their breeding program 
has raised the number of kestrels to 250. 
On the island where the falcons found 
refuge also lived endangered pigeons — 
Pink Pigeons, the world’s rarest, said 
to be dying out due to deforestation. 
The birds were all living happily togeth- 
er, at one with each other and with 
the universe. pS 
Then something awful hap- 
pened: As “-the:~ first... rare 
pigeon chicks ees 
to... Hatch, .one 
the falcons i ened: 
to greedy impulses, ¢ 
swooped down, grabbed a 
baby pigeon and ate itt 
Ruthless murder! A betrayal of 
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here. It was Spock’s first book, Baby and 
Child Care, published in 1946, which gave 
birth to the notion that strong parental dis- 
cipline is harmful to kids. That theory 
defied centuries-old common sense and 
experience; yet it gained widespread accep- 
tance. Now almost forty years later, Spock 
is filled with despair at a culture sorely lack- 
ing discipline! 

Dr. Spock, I’ve got a little advice for you. 
Go to a mirror. It is there you may find one 
big reason that so many undisciplined kids 
and ineffective parents are causing society 
to come apart at the seams. 


2 fled to America (including Aristide) 

the fate of two others is unknown 

1 was executed 

1 was shot 

1 committed suicide 

1 was blown up 

1 was poisoned 

1 was murdered in jail 

1 was taken hostage (and Jimmy Carter 

wasnt around to bail him out) 

1 was dismembered 

All in all, folks, you’ve got to wish 
Aristide luck. Once American troops pull 
out and he is left “home alone,” this guy 
will need all the luck he can get. 


human trust! For his crime the evil 
falcon was banished from the refuge 
and sent to a forest site — 

where he will, °, BURP... 

no doubt, learn 0, 

to repent for his ©, 
life of crime. : 
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Ann Richards 


“African-Americans watch the 
same news at night that ordinary 
Americans do.” 

— BILL CLINTON, INTERVIEW ON BET (BLACK 
ENTERTAINMENT TELEVISION) 

Since when aren't African-Americans 
“ordinary” Americans? 


“It’s not ‘spic’ and ‘nigger’ anymore. 
They say, “Let’s cut taxes.”” 
— REP. CHARLES RANGEL, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
No, Mr. Rangel. Thats what ordinary 
Americans — of all races — say. 


“The Goldilocks expansion continues — 
not too cold, not too hot.” 
— ROBERT REICH, LABOR SECRETARY, UPI 
Yeah, but look out for that 
Papa Bear market. 


“T wish I could come here and promise 
to write you a trillion dollars’ worth of 
hot checks. But I can’t do it with a 
straight face. I just don't have it — I’m 
not shameless enough to do it.” 

— BILL CLINTON, CRITICIZING THE 
GOP’s CONTRACT WITH AMERICA, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
I seem to remember a straight face when 
you promised a middle-class tax cut, 
Mr. President. 


“T have never seen the public like 
this. So impatient, so unwilling to 
listen. The gridlock in Washington is 
raising such negative feelings ... People 
really think it’s beyond fixing. 
Rush Limbaugh mocks everyone.” 
— FLA. GOV. LAWTON CHILES, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
Have some orange juice, Governor. 





Tony Coelho 
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“People who listen to the radio in the 
morning are normal people. People who 
listen to Limbaugh in the afternoon are 

has-been, shut-in malcontents. I don’t pay 
much attention to right-wing, foam-at- 
the-mouth radio because they just talk to 
each other. It’s 20 million people telling 
each other how they hate Hillary.” 
— PAUL BEGALA, DEMOCRATIC STRATEGIST, QUOTED 
IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
Mr. Begala, youve just insulted 20 million 
voters. I guess they dont call you a 
Democratic strategist for nothing. 


“IT do not understand how, with 
your economy booming, with so much 
progress being made ... most Americans 

say when they’re polled they think the 
country is going in the wrong direction.” 
— BILL CLINTON, REUTERS 
It’s a has-been, shut-in, right-wing, foam- 
at-the-mouth, malcontent thing. 


“There are more than 4 million 
people out there working who werent 
working before Bill Clinton became 
President. They have families, and youd 
think they would be happy ... But you 
don’t even see that.” 

— ALICIA MUNNELL, ASSISTANT TREASURY 
SECRETARY FOR ECONOMIC AFFAIRS, QUOTED IN 
THE LOS ANGELES TIMES 
Lngrates! 


“Voters are angry with politicians like 
me. And they’re angry with ... the media. 
Well, let me tell you something: The 
voters are no bargains either.” 

— Rep BARNEY FRANK, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
Spoken by a man who knows a bargain 
when he sees one. 





Mario Cuomo 
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Bill Clinton 


“I have been probably vilified and 
demonized as much by people who say 
they’re in politics for religious purposes 

as any person in modern history.” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN USA WEEKEND 
Are you referring to people who are what 
is loosely called the religious right, 
Mr. President? 


“The secular press doesn’t know how to 
talk about religion except in stereotypes. I 
think they’ve done a great disservice to 
many people who are what is loosely 
called the religious right.” 

— HILLary CLINTON, AP 
This would be news to Vic Fazio. 


“No, I’m not comfortable with that. | 
would much prefer that every child be 
given appropriate guidance and discipline 
so that that was never an issue.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, ON CONDOM DISTRIBUTION 
IN SCHOOLS, AP 
This would be news to Joycelyn Elders. 


“Tt is an uncomfortable situation. 
I’m uncomfortable. I expect the President 
is uncomfortable.” 

— ABNER J]. MIKvA, WHITE HOUSE COUNSEL, 
ON THE ETHICS OF PRESIDENT CLINTON’S 
LEGAL DEFENSE FUND, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
Sounds as if a lot of people in the White 


House are uncomfortable. 


“Tm worried about a bidding war.” 
— LEON PANETTA, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF OF 
STAFE, WARNING AGAINST DEMOCRATS 
AND REPUBLICANS “COMPETING” FOR TAX 
CUTS, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
A bidding war?? Folks, it aint 
their money! 
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‘Morton Halperin 


“T hate it if someone says something that’s 
not true and other people believe it.” 
— BILL CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE DETROIT FREE PRESS 
Heres my pick for the quote of the year, folks. 


“What if there were 14 Paula Joneses 
out there? A president should not escape 
responsibility, but somehow the timing 
has to be adjusted.” 
— ABNER J. MIKVA, ON WHETHER A SITTING PRESI- 
DENT SHOULD BE SUED, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 
14? Does he know something we 


should know? 


“I Love Everybody.” 

— TITLE OF LYLE LOVETT CD THAT BILL CLINTON 
PURCHASED AS AN ANNIVERSARY GIFT FOR HILLARY, 
ACCORDING TO A UPI STORY, WHICH REPORTS: 
“CLINTON ALSO BOUGHT A COPY OF THE THE 
LOVETT COUNTRY MUSIC CD FOR A FEMALE AIDE.” 
According to Judge Mikva, he may need to 


buy a dozen more. 


“Look at this. All I get is two bitty 
pieces of weenie! Here I am a working 
woman, been at it all day.” 

— TEX. GOV. ANN RICHARDS, AT A 
CAMPAIGN MEAL, AP 
This must be what Barney Frank 
means when he says the voters are no 
bargain either. 


“Now, as to [Aristide’s] mental stability. He's 

not like you and me, raised in suburbia and 

everything hokey-dokey. He has some terri- 
ble thoughts weighing on his mind.” 

—— BURTON WIDES, WASHINGTON LAWYER 
FOR JEAN-BERTRAND ARISTIDE, QUOTED IN 
THE NEW REPUBLIC 
Uh-oh. 








Paul Begala 
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“The Haiti adventure has so far been an 
occasion for American pride and joy. But we 
don't do joy anymore.” 

— Mary McGrory, COLUMNIST, IN THE 
WASHINGTON POST 
Not unless we were raised in suburbia and 


everything hokey-dokey. 


“Take a deep breath, sit down and have 
a cup of coffee.” 

— BILL CLINTON, URGING VOTERS NOT TO 
VOTE REPUBLICAN “OUT OF ANGER,” QUOTED IN 
THE HOUSTON CHRONICLE 
Interesting political strategy; didnt work. 


“The Washington Times is part of the na- 
tional right-wing movement ... You've got 
the editorial page of The [Wall Street] Jour- 
nal, The Washington Times, Rush Limbaugh, 
Pat Robertson, Jerry Falwell, the Christian 
Radio Network, The American Spectator ... 
They are all part of a national thing which 
has access to unlimited money ... It’s a 
spooky thing, really. The Democrats have 
nothing to contend with it. Nothing.” 
— BILL CLINTON, IN HIGH WiRE BY JOHN 
BRUMMETT, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
Take a deep breath, sit down and have a 


cup of coffee. 


“T felt sorry for him, because I knew he 
had a difficult life, and he was always kind 
of in a sour mood. And I let him throw a 
hit on me ... And finally I turned around 
and decked him, and he ran off. ...I told 
him not to do it, and he didn’t believe me. 
And the people who are dealing with me in 
the United States will find that out.” 
— BILL CLINTON, ON DEALING WITH A 
CHILDHOOD BULLY, IN 77ME 
Hold on to your wallets, folks — were about 
to be decked. 





| Lowen Chiles 
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Hillary Clinton 


“When we [sent] a man to the moon we cre- 
ated a whole institution to do it. Maybe we 
need the same thing for democracy.” 

— Morton S. HALPERIN, SENIOR DIRECTOR FOR 
DEMOCRACY AT THE NATIONAL SECURITY 
COUNCIL, WHO BELIEVES THE U.S. PUSH FOR 
WORLDWIDE DEMOCRACY IS CRIPPLED BY THE LACK 
OF A BUREAUCRACY TO DEAL WITH IT, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 
Just what we need: a democracy bureaucracy. 


“Big deal, you found a company that moved 
to Pennsylvania. Jobs are always leaving. Jobs 
are always coming.” 

— Mario CUOMO, RESPONDING TO A LOCAL TV 
INTERVIEWER WHO DISCOVERED THAT THE “I 
LOVE NEW YORK” TOURIST INFORMATION LINE 
WAS BEING ANSWERED IN PENNSYLVANIA TO ESCAPE 
NEW YORK’S CONFISCATORY BUSINESS TAXES, 
QUOTED IN NEWSWEEK 
Unfortunately, the jobs that are always leaving 
outnumber the jobs that are always coming. 


“They’re far tougher on this Democrat than 
they were on Reagan and Bush. [Clinton is] 
constantly portrayed as floundering. Why? | 
think they're jealous — jealous of a President 
who is very young, very smart, very nice, 
with a full head of hair.” 
— BARBRA STREISAND, AP 
Yep. Thats it. 


“His practical achievements have been prodi- 
gious and almost criminally undervalued.” 
— MARIO CUOMO, ON BILL CLINTON’S UNPOPU- 
LARITY, REUTERS 
Oh, put it in the crime bill. 


“We need to say no to the negativism 
in Washington.” 
— BILL CLINTON, AP 
Sounds like a double negative to me. 
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HOLDING REPUBLICANS’ FEET TO THE FIRE 


“The central lesson is that the Repub- 
licans are going to have to share respon- 
sibility for governing. They're not going 
to be able to get away with the scorched- 
earth politics of the last few weeks of 
[the last Congressional] session.” — 
George Stephanopoulos 

Taking his cue from that wise pundit 
Rodney King, Steffie’s message for the 
new Congress is simply: “Can't we all 
just get along?” 

That, my friends, is the bait that 
awaits newly elected Republicans on 
their way to Washington. Already Dem- 
ocrats are trying to seduce the GOP into 
a strategy of “bipartisanship,” the go- 
along-to-get-along mentality that has 
kept Republicans a minority party for 
decades. Liberals truly believe that it is 
the Republicans’ moral duty to cooper- 
ate with them, and assist them with 
their “governing agenda.” 

But now is the time for conservative 
leadership — with a smile and with 
good cheer, of course. Now is the time 
to set the agenda. Now is the time to be 
pro-active. Now is the time to make sure 
it is the liberals who must react and re- 
spond to conservative ideas, not vice 
versa. For a change. Americans didnt 
send conservative Republicans to 
Congress in historic numbers so they 
could compromise. 

Republicans have captured the U.S. 
Congress for the first time since 1952. 
Democracy is restored; America is no 
longer held hostage. But the GOP must 
be held accountable to you, the voters, 
who put them there. They must learn a 
new habit: to say an emphatic “No!” to 
the still-arrogant and noisy liberal 
minority and a resounding “Yes!” to the 
American people. 

Republicans did not precipitate a 
political earthquake by promising to 





is Reaching Their Hands into Your Back Pockets 


agree with President Clinton and his 
allies on Capitol Hill. Nor were they 
victorious because they promised to 
accommodate and advance the 
liberal view of (and affection for) big 
government. 

Republicans won precisely because 
they promised to stop the Clinton leg- 
islative agenda dead in its tracks — and 
to revolutionize how Congress operates. 
Voters said: Let us have our lives back, 
give us our freedom back, more of what 
we earn, dismantle the welfare state and 
get serious about dealing with crime. 

With this start, the party is poised to 
entirely change the direction of govern- 
ment. The country is already persuaded 
of the danger posed by Clintonism 
and the welfare state, and eagerly awaits 
a dramatically different agenda of limit- 
ed-government conservatism. This is 
how to roll back the welfare and regula- 
tory behemoth. 

But beyond bringing the Contract 
With America to the floor for a vote in 
the first 100 days, the GOP must craft a 
bold, aggressive and distinctly conserva- 
tive legislative agenda for the second 
100 days, and the third 100 days, and 
beyond. They must defeat big-govern- 
ment Clinton proposals dressed up to 
look moderate and harmless. They 
must avoid the temptation to get 
cozy with the Washington media and 
power structure. 

This will require vigilance and dili- 
gence. It will require a sober under- 
standing of where power really lies in 
the U.S. It lies with you, not with 
the Republican Party. Republicans 
have control because you gave it to 
them. The people giveth; the people can 
taketh away. 

The Clinton Administration and their 
accomplices in the media will spin fever- 
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ishly, hoping to persuade Republicans to 
accommodate. In their bid to help the 
president pass his phony New Democrat 
agenda, they will test and probe Repub- 
lican newcomers for those who rank 
“bipartisanship” above principle. 

Health care reform will be particularly 
tricky for Republicans because, as 
Donna Shalala suggests, the Admini- 
stration will seek to pass a “shrewder” 
plan. Says Dick Gephardt: “I think we 
can bring forward [health care] legisla- 
tion next year ... it may be slower, more 
incremental. I think we can move the 
country forward, maybe in smaller steps, 
maybe over a longer period of time ... If 
you do smaller pieces, there will be less 
of that anxiety.” 

My friends, liberals are wrong, but 
they are not stupid. They have kept con- 
trol of power in Washington for decades 
because they are experts at manipulating 
the opposition. All too often (as we saw 
on the crime bill) Republicans cave, 
falling into the trap set by people they 
are just trying to “get along” with. 

The bottom line is this: It is not 
enough to win elections. A great politi- 
cal party must have core principles and 
articulate and advance a legislative agen- 
da firmly rooted in those principles. A 
great party must shape the national 
debate rather than be cowed by the 
media. A great party must chart a bold 
and decisive course for America, and not 
be seduced by the “art of the deal.” 

Now that the Republicans have 
gained governing power, the objective is 
to see to it that that power ts used 
and understood. Have no fear: to hold 
their feet to the fire, there will be 
daily reminders from EIB — and 
from the American people. Remember, 
Republicans, how you got where you 
are, and why. 
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THE NEW 
DEMOCRAT PLAYBOOK 


HOW TO PUT A LIBERAL SPIN 
ON A CONSERVATIVE LANDSLIDE 





There’ only one interpretation of the 1994 midterm election: voter rejection of liberalism. Naturally liberals cannot admit this. So the 
bright lights of the left are working overtime to put the best face on things. Here, in the interest of bipartisanship, are some suggestions: 


“Because Republicans obstructed 
the President’s health care proposal, 
there were 99 million people un- 
insured on election day. Many 
women and minorities were 
trapped indoors, too frightened to 
leave their homes and risk cata- 
strophic illness for which they had 
no coverage.” — DONNA SHALALA 


“As I knew they would, the radical right 
derailed this election. Thousands upon 
thousands of religious people actually 
thought they had my permission to go to 
the polls and vote.” — VIC FAZIO 


“Anyone who reads these election results 
as a victory for the Republican agenda will 
be sadly mistaken.” — ELEANOR CLIFT 


“The forces of greed knew that 
when people are cynical and angry, they 
become uncomfortable with strong, inde- 
pendent, blonde women.” — HILLARY 
RODHAM CLINTON 


“We somehow failed to communicate to 
the American people our stunning record 
of accomplishment. Exit polls showed 
only 15 percent of voters knew we put to- 
gether a major military coalition of Carib- 
bean superpowers to solve the crisis in that 
great island nation of Haiti 
which threatened our entire 
hemisphere.” — BILL CLINTON 


“This President is trying to 
accomplish big things. There is 
always struggle when greatness is 
the goal, when the vision is 
noble and when the highest 
ideals are in sight. For instance, midnight 
basketball.” — GEORGE STEPHANOPOULOS 


“The voters are out of order. Shut up.” 
— MAXINE WATERS 





“The voters wanted change. 
Not different change than my 
change. Just more and faster change. 
They were not voting to change 
me or to change the kind of change 
I represent, but to change the lack 
of enough of the kind of change 
I represent. And I won't change 
that.” — BILL CLINTON 


“We are absolutely convinced that the 
election results are simply wrong. It’s simply 
absurd to suggest that the Democratic party 
could be a minority party in the House of 
Representatives. Anyone who could claim 
such a thing is simply ignorant of history, 
ignorant of the evidence, and ignorant of 
the facts.” — TONY COELHO 


“As Thomas Aquinas observed, my pur- 
suit of public service and public revenues 
has been a deeply intellectual and spiritual 
endeavor. Did the voters of the beau- 
tiful state of New York appreciate the 
nuances of my high calling? They 
did not.” — MARIO CUOMO 


“Due to inequities from the 
1980s, many Americans did not 
have access to the information super- 
highway. As usual, these people — the 
information superhighway have-nots — 
were left out, and did not realize there was 
an election. Others had too much informa- 
tion, and they tended to vote irrationally for 
the Republicans.” — AL GORE 


“Get my lawyer on the phone! Now!” 
— TOM FOLEY 


“Too many of the forgotten, the op- 
pressed, the disenfranchised, and the dead, 
were unable to vote by absentee ballot since 
my access to stamps has been somewhat 
curtailed.” — DAN ROSTENKOWSKI 
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“The anxious class, those whose wages 
plummeted under 12 years of Reagan 
and Bush, those in dire need of job re- 
training, were too anxious and 
too untrained to fully realize the 
bounties this Administration 
had bestowed upon them.” 
— ROBERT REICH 


“This election illustrates how 
deeply cynicism and divisiveness 
has seeped into American soci- 
ety. Poisonous Reaganomics, never fully 
rooted out, has reared its ugly head once 
more. In addition, the pervasive mood of 
mean-spiritedness and divisiveness, which 
can be laid directly at the doorstep of net- 
work talk radio, threatens our democracy. 
Notwithstanding, we are looking to devel- 
op a long-term advertising campaign fea- 
turing commentator Rush Limbaugh, as 
we believe his ability to persuade the mass- 
es is, amazingly, more effective than our 
own. — NEW YORK TIMES EDITORIAL 













“Ditto. However, we wish 
to remind our colleagues at . 
The Times that Mr. Limbaugh is a 
capitalist, therefore we plan a 
competitive bid.” — WASHINGTON 
POST EDITORIAL 


“The American people have spoken, 
and I have listened. They don’t know what 
they’re talking about. Since I’ve been elect- 
ed we have come out of the worst econo- 
my in American history. We have over- 
come the most difficult foreign policy 
obstacles ever facing a President. Yet there 
is much to be done. And I give you 
my word, to do it without the blame game 
of the last twelve years of Reagan and 
Bush. Today we move forward. Despite 
the talk radio host who unfairly scruti- 
nized me. Despite Republicans who said 
no, no, no, no, no. And despite you, the 
voter.” — BILL CLINTON 





“What election?” — JOYCELYN ELDERS 





STANDING 
Ose 
PRINCIPLE 


Continued fram page 4 


American people are not ignorant, 
stupid, or cynical. In this election 
they were enlightened. They saw a govern- 
ment — which derives its power from 
the people — not responding to the 
people. They saw liberalism for the failure 
it is, and ousted it. They voted with 
surgical precision, leaving Republican 
incumbents untouched. It was an 
intelligent revolution. And though 
the mainstream media missed it, 
listeners of talk radio — you — knew 
it was coming. Indeed, you, the people, 
created it. 

This, my friends, is the result of stand- 
ing on principle. Powerful ideas have 
powerful consequences. This is what 
happens when you have, as we now do, an 
informed, engaged electorate. 

For years, the left has defined principle 
quite differently. In the American political 
landscape to this point, | principle 
has meant a Republican breaking 
ranks with his or her own, and joining 
Democrats. Principle has been defined 
as a Republican caving to pressures 
brought to bear against him or her by 
liberals and going along with their 
expressed wishes. 


‘reference a New York 
Times lead editorial, 
titled “Mr. Giuliani’s 
Thunderbolt,” after the 
Mayor of New York 
City, a Republican, endorsed Mario 
Cuomo: “In thousands of dinner-table 
conversations and man-on-the-street 
interviews, citizens have wished for 
office-holders who acted on principle 
rather than party loyalty or short-term 
political gain.” 

Excuse me, New York Times and every- 

















body else in the liberal media, but I am 
fed up with that definition of principle. 
To this crowd, a Republican can only be 
principled when he agrees with a 
Democrat. A Republican can only be 
principled when he leaves his own party 
and joins Democrats or liberals in what 
they want to do. 

There are two par- 
ties for reasons of 


principle. And this 


— 





one defining phase of that grand debate, 
my friends. It is a debate the people will 
continue in the coming months and years, 
as a newly reinvigorated electorate holds 
its representatives accountable, keeping 
the flame of freedom alive. 
As Margaret Thatcher observed, the 
most sterling measure of your legacy and 
your effectiveness is 
how thoroughly you 
transform the oppo- 


continuing liberal | sition. And that 
motions ¢ that-*. the HIS DEFINING has now  hap- 
American citizen is : pened in Amer- 


tired of partisanship 


MOMENT IN AMERICAN 


ican politics. Just 


is. .not: true. As think of it: liberals 
Newt Gingrich stated: NS oes ca aperet were running on 
“The American peo- POLITICS HAS a platform of 


ple 2... .arer ited, up 
with petty partisan- 
ship. I dont think 
they mind grand 
partisanship, and 
there’s a big differ- 
ence. To have a pro- 
found disagreement 
over the direction of 
your country or over 
the principles by 


which your econo- 


—— eo 


DEMONSTRATED, ONCE 
AND FOR ALL, THE 
“MAINSTREAM” MEDIA 
TO BE UTTERLY 


AND PATHETICALLY 


school prayer. Dem- 
ocrats were cam- 
paigning as crime 
fighters. The opposi- 
tion was arguing 
about who among 
them would most 
dramatically cut taxes. 

The principles of 
conservatism have 
revolutionized the 
arena of ideas. We are 


my works, or over [RRELEVANT. setting the agenda. 
the manner in which We are defining the 
your government debate. We fighting 
should structure re- for what we believe, 
sources — that is legitimate and the and we are winning. 


American people believe in that level of 
debate and relish it.” 
November's watershed election was just 


This is a time to celebrate the system 
devised by the Founding Fathers’ genius, 
and the majesty of the people. 





To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 


Liberals: Apply for protection under the Endangered Species 
Act while there’s still time. 
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